th 


I I ■wl'ien shovjn 
dsntification, sh^ xu 

a.tcb. to tha NeX’j York Post, ” 


.e recent paotog 
said, in the no 
"she wa 


the man who”' checked 


r-apa of ''Galt'' used by ■ the FBI for 
rds of Cj Egan's April l8, 1968, di; 
uncertain xmether the ■ phot ogre.ph 


into" the rooming: house. Upl quoted neT* 


don’t knoxr 


li it's him.'- She said 
(others said this picture 


was that of 

as saying I' just don't knox-n I-yiust 
the PS I had never shown her the photogranh. ” 
was not of the Ray they knex-'j.) 

PBI never shovne-d her the photograph , is legitimate cause 
fOi wona.,rmenb , ■ lu cannot be because it expected her to make the neces- 
sary positive identification. . . 

Beasley^' s narrative was in other I’-espects on and at. this point 

ch.- eked in. B. L. Reeves, tne clerk, was in the office. On October 10 
^ rial seemed, about, to take place in less than tx-jo weeks, Charles* 
F- Holities, described by UPI as ’’press aide’’ for the trial, ’’said nine 


witne; 


were under subpe.na, but could not say whether they had 


r n ^ -1- w xiv^ u ociv wjutc; l/Ii© Y XiRQ 

tI or the prosecution". He identified ’'’Bexrtie 


Reeves 


Lt. Ro W, Bradshavj, Memphis policeroan; Jaraes McCr 


taxi driver; William B. King and Gharle 


Stone, Memphis fi 


ax^ , a 


Canipe, ox-.mer, of an amuseraent company neap the roomine house: Greenrv 
aynes, a reporter for the Memphis Commercial-Ap-pe8l;""a.nd liarvey'Gtosorr 

(sic), attorneys xxho represented . Charles q/ 
Stephens, believed to be a key x-Jitness in the case”. 

fxiis Ca.nnot have been the complete list ox'’ x*’itnesp“s Tt drpo 

not incluae Stophont or Mrs. Broker.’ But it do^s iictadflAvL . ^he 

sbe'ct|Xhl'shk°0' tiya afcoTO quotes Heeres as saying "I saw,h.lm K.hen 
She chBckea him in. _He hao his bsc-K to me ..." it is not reasonable 

to assume neasley omitied Reeves from his uncontested narrative because 
Reeves completely substantiated the others. , xa.uive D.G8Uu,e 

nbeni- binoculars at the York Arms Companv, 

npntL\.iJ? " Hw®' 1 house (T.62). Ralph Lrl 

1 These binoculars and 

tneir case I'wre laoer recoverea. 


hour- 
seek them in 


Howev^'er^, if they were essential to a crime to be committed tx^io 
_.ater, .wnat odd planning it is to --wait until the lrf§^ moment to 


strdm 


;e toxm. 


^ .... No one was produced who directed'Rav to 

coBBPany in a strange city so he could buy the binoculars 
t" haa-no use in the crime or for any other pur-nose. His tsr~ 

ffpollLf (»-9 police ar? quoteahs' Se^krtl 1? 

p , inches). Ix xije assurae what the prosecution xeignts assumpd 

Ray knew, this froir, the outset, therefore, -knew he had no need fo? 

_a s, therefore, x-jent and oought them, leaving a very clear- trail. 

^®tx-.reen^4;30 and l!.;Li5 P.M., Mrs. .Elizabeth Copeland, who' 
worked across the street frem this area designated as Canipe 
Amusement Company, observed a small, .white automobile pull un and 
park in this general area, as designated by the smaller ca/hsre 
on bhs mock-up, to the north of this light' cole and to tbe south 
till Amusement Company, (indicating). Mrs. Copeland 

IZT £ Hurley Peggy, your husband, is here for vou." 
bx.en Ins. Hurley caras to hie 'window and looked out.' she says, "Fo 

(i 0 ® «hite. Falcon! Thie- 

ls = hh_i.e ...ustang. she did note a man sitting in the oar. ( 1 , 63 ) 

left at s':20, the car was still thsre-but the 

W d b II O • 


man 


T j. is right ^ana proper to promise. 'this kind of testimony if 1+- i q 

murder by anything .more than the thinnest innuendo. Ray's 

p .Here, hox-jever, we have no connection with Ray 

th't ?h at the rooming house and at approx il4ky 

o£iv to really evidence about Ray 

.^ivbb only bo make it seem the case the prosecution did. not have 

=.bun.(asnc case.wixxh many witnesses . and the tiniest bits of evadencp build- 
in^i in,bO a Sbrong case. This is, at best, a legal verbo-^it”- TJndpp 


cross-exa.ffiination, it would, hax; 
bllity to the prosecution. 


mounted, to- nothing. Or, 


.worse, a lia~ 
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